Human Development 2018;61:1-3 DOI: 10.1159/000485363 2 van de Vijver ogously, performance differences in reading and math scores of 15-year-old Turkish and nonimmigrant students in various European countries were in line with MIPEX scores; countries that assign more rights to immigrants showed smaller performance gaps between the groups [Arikan, Van de Vijver, & Yağmur, 2017] . Comparing Turkish immigrants in Australia, France, Germany, and the Netherlands, Yağmur and Van de Vijver [2012] found that the national identity and usage of the dominant language were strongest in Australia (the country with the highest MIPEX score); interestingly, the strong language assimilation pressure in France seemed to lead to a combination of frequent usage of the dominant language, combined with a weak national identity. These studies clearly show that immigration policies matter in the lives of immigrants.
What are the implications of these studies for developmental science? First, studies on migration policies underscore the need to include an analysis of context to understand individual and group differences in acculturation patterns. Migration policies define a relevant context for acculturation. Yet, global measures of these policies, such as MIPEX, may be too broad to be useful. The literature uses a distinction between push-and-pull migration, differentiating between groups, such as refugees, that are forced out of their original context due to war, famine, or natural disasters (push motive), and groups that migrate to build up a better existence in another country (pull motive). Knowledge migration [e.g., Stalker, 2000] is an example of the latter. A global index such as a MIPEX score does not distinguish between rules for refugees and knowledge migrants. So, a more detailed analysis of the legal context of immigration may be required than the one that is provided by a MIPEX score.
Second, in line with Bronfenbrenner's model of development, migration policies may exert both a direct and an indirect effect on acculturation outcomes. The comparative studies of migration policies have established links between the most outer and inner layer of Bronfenbrenner's model but did not address the question of how migration policies may influence (or at least be related) to contextual conditions that are more proximal to immigrant outcomes, such as school policies and regional or local policies vis-à-vis access to education or health care. It could well be that national policies are a proxy for a host of regulations that are closer to the immigrants. Seen from this perspective, studies of migration policies are not the end point in acculturation research but help to define a research agenda to "unpack" national policies and examine their correlates at more proximal levels. For example, what are the critical factors in schooling that produce more favorable outcomes in immigrants in countries with higher MIPEX scores? Third, many countries have shown a negative and sometimes heated public discourse on multiculturalism, xenophobia, and resistance to the adoption of refugees. It is all too easy to equate this negative discourse with actual migration policies. A study by Helbling [2013] showed that in Europe, there is no link between public debates and multiculturalism policy indicators. The implication is that the public discourse and migration policies of a country usually do not converge and that each may have its implications for migrant acculturation.
Fourth, migration policies are relevant for a range of acculturation outcomes. Studies have now mainly dealt with educational outcomes of adolescents [e.g., Arikan et al., 2017] and the well-being of adults [e.g., Hadjar & Backes, 2013] . We could deepen our insights into acculturation by extending these studies and comparing well-being among immigrants in different countries in relation to migration policies.
The study of migration policies provides new, promising avenues for understanding the dynamics of acculturation. These policies provide a fruitful domain of multidisciplinary research and can aid in getting the "bigger picture" of acculturation, which is easily lost in studies that deal with a specific group in a specific country. Still, the study of the link between acculturation outcomes and immigration policies is not without challenges. Some of the above studies examined people from a single country or origin in multiple countries of destination. A complicating factor in these studies is that migrants from the same country of origin tend to choose the country of destination for specific reasons. For example, Turkish migrants to Canada and the USA tend to be more highly educated than Turks who migrate to Europe. So, self-selection can be an important confounding variable. Furthermore, when comparing multiple groups in multiple countries, the required sample sizes are extremely large, which means that data collection is expensive and that the use of existing data sets becomes attractive. It is not surprising that many of these comparative studies use public data sets of large-scale international surveys, such as the European Social Survey (http:// www.europeansocialsurvey.org/) and the Programme for International Student Assessment (http://www.oecd.org/pisa/). Also, national policies have a very limited power to predict outcomes of individual immigrants. While acknowledging these limitations, it can be argued that the link between immigration policies and immigrant outcomes has shown that psychologists can build valuable knowledge and can contribute to the important debate in many countries about immigration policies and how they matter for immigrants.
